January 12, 1978 


Enclosed please find a statement to be offered as a 
petition to the College of Presbyters of the Diocese of 
the Holy Trinity on Tuesday, January 17, 1978, at the 
meeting in Kansas City, Missouri. The petition was 
prepared by members of the laity at St. Matthias, Sun 
Valley, and St. Mary of the Angels, Los Angeles. 


It was written after consultation with members of 
Trinity Parish, Hayward, California; St. John's Parish, 
Monterey, California; St. Christopher's, Boulder City, 
Nevada; St. Mary the Virgin, Las Vegas, Nevada; and 
St. Michael and All Angels, San Marcos, California. 


We wish your congregation to know that we do not 
believe that the Standing Committee of the Diocese of 
the Holy Trinity has authorized any invitations to con- 
secrations for the Anglican Church of North America. 


We also wish to inform your laity of our own grave 
concerns. If members of your congregation are prepared 
to support this petition, please have them sign the 
enclosed copy. 


Because of the extremely limited time frame in which 
we must operate, we would ask that you make photocopies 
of this document after it has been signed. One copy 
should be returned to the diocesan office, 4510 Finley 
Avenue, Los Angeles, California 90027; one copy should 
be given to the lay delegate representing your parish 
in Kansas City (or to the priest, if no lay delegate 
is attending); and one copy should be retained for your 
parish files. k 


and ta _send. 


If you have any questions, please call the admini- 
strative office in Los Angeles; area code 213-660-2763. 
May you have the guidance of God the Holy Ghost in your 


response to this letter. — 
a ot ee, 
Faithfully ygurs Pa Christ, 
: I ‘ ! ee av 
j NL ; “se f ae 
it > oe mre : — 
Theodore L. Mc Evo “Pre 
Convenor of a a 


January 12, 1978 


On behalf of many of the laity in the Diocese of the Holy Trin- 
ity, at their request, and with their full cooperation, we have 
brought together these expressions of deep concerns and feelings 


for your careful consideration. 


We submit them to you in a sense of humility and of seeking after 
truth and Godly counsel. We submit them with a very deep and 
grave sense that they cannot be ignored or dismissed perfunctorily. 
The gravity of our concern is not meant, in any way, to harass or 
otherwise to burden you needlessly; it is, however, with the un- 


compromised certainity that we must be heard and answered. 


These expressions are offered to you, our Fathers in God, because 
we have been heartened by your personal courage and by your will- 
ingness to lead men out of dark places and into a path of truth. 
And they are offered to you also, because we believe you to be 

men of conscience who have searched long and deeply for answers 
within yourselves and with the light of the Holy Ghost. We feel 
that we are your allies, searching for the guidance of God the 
Holy Ghost and for the truth of God's One, Holy, Catholic, and 
Apostolic Church, as revealed in the life, death, and resurrection 


of His Son, Jesus Christ. 


First, we wish to begin with statements of our deeply felt affir- 


mations, and not in any order of priority. 


1. We feel that the consecrations now scheduled for 
January 28, 1978, in Denver, can and should be 
delayed; that there is no ultimate necessity for 


their occurrence on that date. 


2. We feel confident that if it is the plan of God, 
Catholic bishops in the Anglican tradition will 
again come forward when it is the right time to 


consecrate. 


3. We are of one mind that we are Catholics in the 
One, Holy, Catholic, and Apostolic Church first 


and Anglicans second. 
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10. 


ii. 


a2. 


We are of one mind that we will continue in our 
efforts to remain a part of the One, Holy, Catholic, 


and Apostolic Church in the Anglican tradition. 


We are of one mind that, as Catholics, we have 
options open to us as individuals to enter into a 
part of the One, Holy, Catholic, and Apostolic 
Church in another valid tradition. 


We are of one mind that, like our forefathers in the 
early years of American history, we may survive with- 
out our own jurisdictional bishops for a long time, 


if necessary. 


We have palpable reasons to hope that valid Catholic 
bishops will provide us with episcopal oversight, 
as long as we are faithful to Catholic teaching. 


We have palpable reasons to hope that, if other 
options fail, the Roman Catholic Church might grant 
uniate status to us, if we are faithful to Catholic 


doctrine and tradition. 


We have palpable reasons to hope that, if other 
options fail, we might on some collective basis 
enter into communion with a canonical Orthodox body, 


and still preserve our Anglican traditions. 


We have reasonable expectations to believe that 
Anglican bishops who have not yet stepped forward 
will, in time, do so to secure a consecration in 


the Anglican line. 


We have the example of Abraham and Sarah who waited 
into old age for the fulfillment of God's promise. 


We have the example of the saints and martyrs who 
have endured more that we have yet borne to defend 
the Faith. 


Just as we are comforted by our convictions, so equally we are 


distressed by our doubts and uncertainties. It is to these 


that we especially seek your insight and your answers. 


lige 


We are shocked and dismayed that the original text 

for the invitations has been altered. This altered 
invitation, supposedly from the Standing Committee 

of the Diocese of the Holy Trinity as well as from the 
Standing Committees of the Dioceses of Christ the 

King and the Southeastern United States, states that 
the consecrations will be for the Anglican Church 

of North America. We formed the Diocese of the Holy 
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Trinity specifically to refute any charge that 

we were a new church. We emphatically do not wish 
to start a new church or to be part of a new church; 
we are content with the one which has endured for 
nearly two thousand years. As stated in the Agreed 
Anglican Principles, we are part of the whole Church 


Catholic. 


From the minutes of February 19, 1977: Alliance 

of Anglican Parishes. 

"We are not starting a new church...we are in 
search of coming out of this amorphous condition 
we are now in and returning to the Catholic Church. 
It (the Ordering Statement) is to regulate our 
relationship until we can come out of this thing 


and that is all." 


"We feel again we do not want to be a little sect 
of our own and must keep these doors open from the 
beginning. We have had contact with many of the 
major Catholic bodies who keep saying, ‘We want 
you to know that our prayers are with you, our 
thoughts are with you, and quietly if we can help, 


let us know.'" 


From the Ordering Statement, page 3. 

"The Ecumenical Committee shall open and maintain 
communications with authorities of those Catholic 
Communions to which the Agreed Principles refer, 


and shall explore avenues for intercommunion." 


We are shocked and dismayed that the bishop-elect 

for the Diocese of the Holy Trinity appears, from 

the invitation, to be a bishop-elect for the An- 
glican Church of North America and not for the 

Diocese of the Holy Trinity. "If a bishop of this 
Diocese accepts a position as a bishop of another 
diocese or a position of any capacity in another 
religious body, his acceptance of same shall be his 

" 


resignation from that of a bishop of this Diocese.... 


Canon B: Section 3 (a) 


Because we do not know of the existence of an 
Anglican Church of North America, we can only 
conclude that just as PECUSA created a new prot- 
estant sect in the General Convention of 1976, the 


parties to this consecration now appear to be cre- 


ating a new religious sect in January 1978. 
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We are deeply disturbed that two of the four 
bishops to be consecrated do not, to our knowledge, 
subscribe to the Agreed Anglican Principles, the 
provisional canons of the Diocese of the Holy 
Trinity, nor to the decisions of its synods. In- 
deed, we do not have any clear assurance that they 
are intent upon the preservation of the Anglican 
tradition within the One, Holy, Catholic, and 
Apostolic Church. 


We are deeply concerned about the circumstances 
surrounding the dissolution of the Diocese of 

San Francisco and the establishment of the Diocese 
of Christ the King; we are concerned about the very 
suspicious circumstances surrounding the election 
of its bishop. We consider these to constitute a 


a seriously clouded and irregular matter. 


We are gravely disturbed that after being assured 
that only three bishops-elect would be consecrated 

in Denver, we are now advised that four will be 
consecrated. We are gravely disturbed that after 
having been assured that the congregations in the 
midwest seeking to elect a bishop had been instructed 
not to do so, we learned that they had proceeded 
against episcopal admonition and are now rewarded 
with episcopal assurances that their bishop-elect 


will be consecrated. 


The deep concern felt by the Vestry of St. Edward 
the Confessor, Indianapolis, Indiana, was expressed 
in a letter to Father G. Wayne Craig: "For a diocese 
to organize and elect a bishop the Vestry believes 
that the PECUSA guidelines should be followed, re- 
quiring at least six parishes. These parishes 
should be viable, formally organized, incorporated 
under the laws of the States in which they exist, 
enjoying tax-exempt status from the Federal government 
and capable of supporting full-time priests. Of 
course, the Vestry does not know at what stage of 
organization the four Ohio congregations and one 
Michigan congregation now exist, and if they are in- 
corporated parishes. 

"The PECUSA guidelines, requiring no fewer than six 
full-time priests for a new diocese, also seem quite 
valid to the Vestry. It would appear that there are 
only three priests in the proposed diocese at present 
and that the prospect of having six full-time priests 
is still some time off. 
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"The delegates in any organizational synod should 
represent parishes which are in no way connected 
with PECUSA and the members of such parishes and 
their clergy and representatives should no longer 


have any connection with PECUSA. 


"The parishes should have proportionate representa- 
tion in the synod. The delegates should be elected 
in accordance with the bylaws of the new parishes 

which have been filed with the Secretaries of State 


in which the parishes have been incorporated. 


"The delegates to the proposed diocesan synod should 
have an opportunity on several occasions to debate 
and adopt the proposed canons and a budget and engage 


in further dialogue before meeting to elect a bishop. 


"The Vestry felt that insufficient time will occur 
between the election and the consecration if only 
three weeks elapse. This will leave very little 

time for consents from the other dioceses to be 
secured, a determination made to see if the priest 
elected will accept, arrangements made for episcopal 
support, the bishop-elect's physical and psychologi- 
cal testing and pre-consecration retreat, and all 

the other matters which should precede such a solemn 
occasion. To follow the proposed schedule would 
appear to be rushing unnecessarily inasmuch as after 
January 28, 1978, there will be three bishops available 
for the consecration of additional bishops as they are 


needed. 


"It further appears to the Vestry that for twenty 
laymen and three priests to elect a bishop for the 
midwest, when four-fifths of the delegates would 

be from one State, would not be representative of 


the continuing Churchmen in this part of the country." 


We are equally concerned that after episcopal 
assurance that we could proceed with the orderly 
division of the Diocese of the Holy Trinity into 
regional areas; and after assurance that we could 
elect a man to be properly consecrated after 

January 28, 1978; and after assurance that Canon 
Albert J. duBois would be an acceptable candidate, 
these assurances would now appear to have been with- 
drawn. We are equally dismayed that the bishop- 
elect of the Diocese of the Holy Trinity did not find 
this reprehensible and did not seek to intervene on 
our behalf. 
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Lis 


a Rea 


We are dismayed that there has been a total re- 
versal of opinion with respect to the prohibited 
election and consecration of a bishop for the 
Diocese of the Midwest and that equal treatment 
has been denied to Bishop-elect duBois. 


The concerns expressed in items six, seven, and 
eight lead us to have great reservations about 


whom and what we may trust. 


It has been reported to us that the Diocese of 

the Midwest, apparently lacking sufficient con- 
gregations of its own, asked Holy Apostles Mission, 
a mission without a priest, in Clayton, Missouri, 
to participate in its diocese and election; and 
that this congregation did so without properly 
notifying the Diocese of the Holy Trinity, of 
which it is a certified member. Although we are 
inclined to believe that the members of that con- 
gregation acted in good faith, we find their par- 


ticipation in this action most irregular. 


The Diocese of the Southeast was formed around a 
nucleus of congregations and priests already in 

the Diocese of the Holy Trinity; they withdrew 

and formed their own diocese without any prior 
notice to the Synod of the Diocese of the Holy 
Trinity. Again, while we believe that this was 
done with good intentions, we find it confusing. 

We assure you that we do not wish in any way to 
impugn the personal integrity of any layman, priest, 
or bishop-elect either in the Midwest or in the 
Southeast. We find, however, the actions taken 
confusing and disorderly. The Convocation of the 
western region, held on January 7, 1978, was con- 
sistent with the official actions of the Synods of 
the Diocese of the Holy Trinity and with the state- 


ment of Agreed Anglican Principles. 


At the Convocation we strongly urged that a com- 
prehensive document be prepared clarifying the 
differences between the Dioceses of the Holy Trinity, 
the Anglican Church of North America, the Diocese of 
Christ the King, the Diocese of the Midwest, and the 
Diocese of the Southeast. We also urged that the 
role of the Fellowship of Concerned Churchmen (most 
of whose members are still in PECUSA) in the pro- 
ceedings leading to the planned consecrations be 


clarified. 
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13. The Synod of the Diocese of the Holy Trinity, 
in convocation in St. Louis, again denied any 
intention to start or to participate in a new 
church; it refused to acknowledge or consent to 
the Affirmation of St. Louis or to the church 
proposed by that Affirmation, until the matter 
had been properly studied by a commission of the 


Diocese and a report returned to the Synod. 


14. We are of one mind that under these clouded and 
confusing circumstances no consecrations should 


occur at this time. 


The above stated doubts, uncertainties and feelings 
are not offered in any way as an ultimatum but rather as 
matters of grave concern. We have left PECUSA at consid- 
erable expense emotionally and financially. We have deplor- 
ed the practices of PECUSA in which politics, power grabs, 
monarchical bishops and all manner of expediencey character- 
ized the conduct of the affairs of the church; we have left 
PECUSA because Catholic doctrine and tradition have fallen 
into decay and disfavor. We will not race into a mini- 
PECUSA plagued with the same kinds of conduct and the same 


lack of regard for preservation of the Faith. 


We are eager for your response, just as we are eager 
to have been heard. We fervently pray that God the Holy 


Ghost will bless and purify our discussion. 
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January 20, 1978 


The members of the Standing Committee of the Diocese of the Holy 
Trinity, by direction of its meeting on July 7, 1977, is present- 
ly composed of priests with pastoral charge. The Standing Committee 
was summoned by its chairman, Fr. John D. Barker, elected April 

30, 1977, and in accordance with the provisions of the Ordering 
Statements to meet in Kansas City, on January 17, 1978. At that 
meeting nine of its sixteen priests were present, constituting a 
quorum. Having admitted three new priests to the Diocese and to 
membership on the Standing Committee, that Committee was expanded 
to nineteen members, twelve of whom were present. 


The Committee received a petition from a large number of lay people 
representing five parishes of the Diocese, a copy of which is 
attached. Having considered the matter at great length, the Committee 
passed a resolution "to withhold at this time consent to the conse- 
cration of any bishop on January 28, 1978." 


The priest's votes were recorded by roll-call. Supporting the 
resolution were Fathers Tea (Boulder, Nev.), Freemyer (Mountain 


Home, Ark.), Brown (Burbank, Ca.), Kniveton (San Marcos, Ca.), 
Graves (Plainfield, N.J.), Politzer (Monterey, Ca.), Lesser (Hayward, 
Ca.) and Barker (Los Angeles, Ca.). Opposed were Fathers Vallensis 


(Cheyenne, Wyo.) and Burt (Harvard, Mass.). Fathers Burns (West 
Orange, N.J.) and Pearson (Long Branch, N.J.) abstained. 


Bishop Albert A. CARhmbers, Episcopal Visitor, and Canon James 0. 
Mote, Bishop-Elect, were duly notified of the meeting of the 
Committee but were not in attendance. 


